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ABSTRACT ' • 

« In 1976, Hew Jersey public law established uniform 
statewide minimum standards in the basic communication and 
computational skills for publicly educated studetts in the state. To * 
implement the law for the year 1976-77^ this New Jersey Educational 
Assessment Program administered tests to all fourth^ s^ventb^ and 
tenth grade students. 'These tfests were used as the indicator of 
minimum basic skills proficiency. Students who did not correctly 
answer, at least 65% of the test items did not satisfy the minimum 
proficiency requirement in that subject. Statewide^ 90. of the 
fourth grade studepts- met or exceeded the minimum standard on the 
Reading t^st. In fourth grade mathematics^ 72. 1?l of the students 
surpassed the manimttm standard. In seventh grade^ of the ^ 

students exceeded the statewide proficiency level in reading^ while 
60. U% did so in mathematics. Tenth grade results indicated that 11% 
of the students met the statewide criterion in reading^ While 7456, did , 
so in mathematics. More students from higher socioeqoiicmis status \ 
districts surpassed the minimum' prof iciency level than did students 
from lower socioeconomic categoriiss. Also; more students from * 
suburban '.and regional schoo.l districts exceeded the minimum level 
than did students from urban ^^nd rural districts. Behetvioral^ 
objectives fop reading and mathematics in the three grade levels are 
appended. (Author/HV) 
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Dear Colleagoie: ' ^ 

). * . 

As you Icnow, Assembly Bill A1736 ^as signed 
into law in Septetnber , 1976 as Chapter 97 of the Public ' 
Laws of 1976. This law amended the "Thorough and Effic- 
ient" Education Acjt of 1975 and established uniform state- 
wide minimiim, stantferds in the basic communication and 
computational skills. 

, In its first year of implementation, the minimum 

standards program was based upon the 197j6 Educational 
Assessment Program's annual statewide tests, admin^-s tered 
in Octo]per, 1976. Thi^ report, outlines vthe results of the 
EAP jbests. in relation to the minimum sta^idards program-. 



I hope you firid the study informative and useful 

-J CoriJially , ■ 



Gary Gjkppervfc/ 
Assistant Commissioner 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Chapter 97 of the Ndw Jersey Public Lkvs 6f 1976 ^ 
established unifonrt statej^ide minimum standards in the \ 
basig communication and computational, skills for 'publicly 
educated students in the state of New Jersey. ^ 
, , To'implement the law for. school year 1976-77, the 

New Jersey Educational Assessment Program's ^(EAP) annual 
statewide tests administered in October, 1976 to all fourth, 
Seventh, and tenth grade students were used as the indicator 
of minimum basic skills proficiency. Students who did 'not 

I • " • ' ■ ' » 

cbrrectly answer at least 657o of the tept items did not 
satisfy the minimum prof iciency requirement in* that subject. 
For those students a bas^c^ skills ^ improvement plan. was to be 
developed% and- submitted with the district'"s annual report. 



dii 



e July 1, 1977. Additionally 



toVal tfest score was one of thi ■ lowest ^0% of the test 



for those students whose 



secures in the state, remediation must have been, provided 
during Springs 1977. 

Statewide, of .the 95/258 students Who were administered 

/ ^ 
the 'fourth grade reading test, 90.4% or 86,118 students met 

or exceeded' the statewide niinimum standard. Only- 9. 6% of 

the students. .did not' answer at least 65% of the reading 

y 4 • - 

test items .correctly. Inn fourth grade mathematics 72.1% of 

• / 

' the students (68,636 of the 95 , 220 ' students) who fodk the. 
fourth* grade mathematya-cs test surpassed the minimum stat^d^rd. 
In seventh grade, 74.2% of the students (80,731 of 108,864 
administered the test) exceeded the statewide proficiency levd^ 

ERIC ./ , ^ ' ^ 



in reading; while 60 . 47o\(65 , 7^0 of 108,^8^2) dicf^so in- ^ 
mathematics. Tenth grade results indicated' that 77% of 
the studerits (84,263 of 109^427) met tne statewide criterion^ 
in reading, ,\^hile'74%'(80, 688 of 109;014) did'so in 
mathematics. • * * ' ^ 

. As to be expected, more students from higher socio- 
economic category districts surpassed the minimum proficiency 
level than did student;,s from lower socioeconomic categories. 
Also, more students from suburban and regional LEAs exceeded 
the minimum level thkn ^did students from urban and rural 
type districts. 



\ 



IMTRODUCTrON • • ' 

• ■ ^ ^ , » * t * 

. Chapter 97 of the New Jfersey Public' Laws of 1976; 

establishing uniform statewide minimum- 'standards for all ^ 

publicly educated students in the state,, was signed into • 

^law'on Septembei: 11\ 1976'. There were six salidnt elements . 

to the lawv which amended Chapter 212 of the' Public Laws -of 

1975 C*The Thorough and Efficient Education • Act'') : ' ^ • 

n That ."uniform statewide standards of pupil proficiency in 
^ basic communication' arid computational skills" be estab- 
lished. • * ' ■ V 

n That thfX^e standards l)e established "at* appropriate -points 
1^ i n the educational '^areers of the pupils.,^ 

That these standards be "reasonably related to thos^ 
j levets of proficiency ultimately neces^sary as pa.rt of the' 
• preparation of individuals to function politically, 
ecopomically , and socially in a democratic ^societV J* 

a That in 'each district where proficiency is below state 
standard', the local board will establish "an interim goal 
designed to assure reasonable progress toward the goal.., « 
by each such pupil, Each such district, as part of its 
aiinual educational plan , ' shall 'develop'^ basic skills 
'"improvement plan far progress toward such interim goal." 

V n That the district annual report sjhall include evaluation 
. . of pupir prof iciency. in basic ^kills and of the effective- . 
\^ • • ness of any basic Skills* improvement plan. 

n That the Act takes effect immediately..-^. 

At .its November 3, 1976 meeting/ the New Jersey State 

Board of Education adopted S comprehensive program to imple- 

ment th6 Minimum Basic Skills law.' The adopted plan combined 

the recommendations • made by the ^Task 'Force on Competency ♦ 

Indicators and StandaVds, azv independent advisory ''committee 

chaired. t).y Frederick Meissner, Vice Presiderrt^ of New,Jei;sey 
> ■* . - * 

Bell Telephone, • jvi'tK those made by Fred G. Burke/ New Jersey- 

Commissioner of Education, and tn^mbers of the Ney Jersey State 



• . ■ . -4-' 

* ♦ 

« 

Board of E-ducation* -The plan consisted of two oart:s, one 
detailing, ptocedures* for the academic year 1976-77; and 
the other for academic years beginning vi£.H school year 
1977-78.^ ' ^ • ' • • 

Por^ the current school year, the State Board pl^^n 

included the following prrovisiotis / * ' ^ 

' ft , 

^- ' n That the Educational Assessment Program* s' Statewide 

Reading and Mathematics Basic S.kills liEest CEAP) , 

^ vhich was adihinister^d in October 19^6 to all students 

in' grades 4, 7, ^nd 10, be used ^s the indicatoV of* 

minimum basic skills proficiency*^ 

^ n That students who 'do not achieve at least a 65% mastery 
. level Xi»e,, at least .65% of^the test items, corre'ct) on ' 
a paTticulax test have nc^ satisfied the minimum 
• proficiency requirement in that su'bject. 

n For all students below the 65% mastery level, a 'basic 
" skills improvement plan must be developed andv submitted 

with the annual report due July 1, 1977 (see Chapter 23i2 * ^ 
of the* New' Jersey Public Laws'of 1975 , 18A : 7A-7 as amended) ."N 
The 'improvement plan must specify the programs and/or 
* procedures which^'each district is implementing ©r mil* 

•implement to alleviate |)asic skills* deficiencies « / 

n For, all students who are below the 65%. mastery, level and 
who are also in the lowest scoring 20% qf all testied^ 
students in the state (i.e.^.-the student's total test 
score is one of the ^bwest 20%*of test scores in the state),, 
appropriate remedial assistance must be provided .during ^ 
^ Spring, 1977. 'Assistance may.be provided T^y participation 
• • , 'in federally funded programs, state compensatory education 
programs, andAor locally designated- compensatory educati6n 
programs. For those students- who are not receiving assist* 
tanc^ through'thase programs, an individually developed 
instruct^orr'plan must Ije implemented ^by the; classroom » 
I * t'eacher and/or by"ap{>ropriate resource, remedial, or 

compensatory exlucation^ teachets. Each Superintendent must 
file^a statement of ^s^urances with the. County Superintendent 
of School's by March 1, l977 stating that all S'tudenta in*'this 
category* are teceiving appropriate* reinciddal- services . * 



'^Because the bill was signed into law at . too late a date to properly 
implement a compr^ensive program for^ school year 1976-77*^ a special 
interim plan had to be developed for'ttlis school y^ar. • 

^StudenVs who are 1) non-English .dominant, or 2) classified as special ^ 
education and not receiving instruction in the regular classroom are 
not required to take the tesC* 



To. implement the Minimum Standards plan for this^ 

year, the Stat$ Board approved the following activities: - 

Step 1 - The Statewide Tests were administered in grades, 4, 7, and 10 , 
on pct6ber 20-21, 1976. 

Step 2 -* Basic Skills bi^nagement Plans - The basic skills .improvement ^ 

plans for each school and district were due December , 1, 1976. , 
These plans us^d-the T&E model 16 initiate a process plan for 

improving basic 'skills/ ' . . 

'Step 3 - Statewide Testing Results - (returned Decembe'r-I^ebruary) 

These results provided product data on individual students, 
classrooms, schools,^ and districts. ^ 

Step 4 - Minimum' Star\dards Reports - Schools and Districts - (January, 
1977) - Each school and district received a roster of students 
above and *below the 65% mastery level. These rosters als,o 
x:ontained cluster score indices to assist the schools and 
districts in program diagnostics. Students, whose total t^t 
scores wer^ below standard, were grouped Into priority ^ 
categories on the basis of individual need ; Additionally 
thbse students achieving in the lowest 20% of* the state- were 
identified. .Immediate remediation must be provided- to those, 
students in the lowest 2o%. (See Appendix A-.) • 

Sfep.,5' - Minimum Standards - Technical Assistance - Technical Assistance 

teams composed o^ college, university, and LEA specialists and 
^ . • xounty. and Educational Improvement Center personnel- were , 
assembled to assist LEAs in developing and implementing 
t^medi'al efforts tjiis spring for those students in the lowest' 
20%. Additionally, \th^ Technical Assistance teams will ' ^ 
'assist in/the (ievel'opment and implementation of school improve- 
ment plans f9r. the remediation* of all students failing* to meet 
♦ the minin\um standard, • ' . • . ' . 

For 'the 1977-78 school year and beyond, the State* 

Boa^rd adopted a 4iffs^s^t:; more comprehensive, set of plans to 

implement the Minifnum Basic. Skills program. ' ' - > 

'' The. State Board directed that a new 'minimum basic / 

skills test in reading and mathematics be develqped;. These , 

tests would replace the present-\Edficational Assessment Prografn^ 

» ' ^ • • * 

tests/ and similar* to the Educational Asse^ssme^ t^sts 

would^^Be ''criterion* referenced, instruments,, with the addition 

^ • ■ . 

of a single composite— ^core^. The mastfery level^ould be' set 
for each test and grades level. - The tests will be administered. 



to all aporopriate students In grades 3, '6, 9, and 11 in * 
the, spring of the school year (as opposed to the present 
fall testing) . . ^ i 

« To satisfy the requirement of the" State Board, the 

test development orocedure for the -new Minimum Basic Skills 
test has been initiated. Five test development* committees 
( 6f'i>emen tar y treading , elementary ma^thematics , secondary 
reading, Secondary mathematics, aijid communication and .^ 
life skills) 'have been organized (membership to which was^ ' * 
anoroved bv the State Board) . The committees have determined 
obiectives which fomj the basis, of a minimum basic skills 
survey. These ^iurveys have been distributed to .educators in . 
LEAs, Board of Educa ti^rh" 'member s , s'tudefits, and a random 
s^asiD-le of the. general popula.ce to ascertain their Miewa 

flu; ; « 

"toward those Qbiectives which should be included on these 
tests/ Based on the results' of these surveys, test items will 
be written, analyzed 'by a Hiu^rit^ Council,, Technical^ Advisory 
CouT^cil, and fi^ld tested. As' a result of these analyses, the 
final test, will be developed, and then -administered In the 
soring of school year 1911 -l^. • o ' 

RESULTS ^ * lb ' \ / . 

As D^eviously mentioned, the* New Jersey *Educatiohal- 
Assessment Program's 197*6 Statewide tests (EAP) were used as 
.the indicator of minimum ba'sic competencies .f<^r this school 

^year. ? ' , . . 

The us-e of the EAP as a^ measure of minimum basic 

t> • • • 

* skills was Questioned by many peopl*e^. '* The^ EAP ;was originally 



'undertaken bv tKe New Jersey State^'Department of Education 

to. provide information to' educatioh decision inakers« on the 

State arid local levels concerning New Jersey's educational. 

* system. The, lohgvra^ge goals of the EAP are to assess the 

status of 'New Jersey's 'educational system relative to the 

statewide goals. * -The .EAP -endeavors' to j^rovide inf ormatiori*^ 

useful in plannirfg and evaluating educational programs 

designed to meet these goals. 

.The intent of the pr'l^gram is to assist in the 
» • / • 

identification of local districts which 'have;, conducted 
programs which are especially successful and those which 
are in* particular need olf assistance. In addition to 
pr^oviding local school .districts with information relevant 
in the, assessment of student progress, the EAP provides 
information *to local dis.tricts that will be helpful JLn'making 
decisions abput the allocation' of resources and the design, , 
" implementation and evaluation of . educational programs. 
The program began /n the fall of 1972 with the testing of . 
\ fourth, and twelfth grade students for achievement in *ttie 
basic skills of re.ading and mathematics. Each success' ivQ 
year, students ih grari^s four, seven, and t,en were tested. 
J Students in grade twelve ate "tested every three years. 

^ O - 

The EAP was not designed^ as a measure of Minimum 
•Basic ' Skills competency. Teachers were originally asked to 
*'rate topics orf the basis of what is actually taught by the ^ 
•time students enter grade fpur , 'grade seven, grade" ten or 
grade twelve" (EAP St^te Report , ^ 1976 , P. 14)pand not those 

O , ^ ^ ' , • 



skills which students are* expected, at a minimum, to s^cquire 
by ttiese grade? . • ^ • * ^ 




The list of obj^ectives which the', four tests .cover 

/ " • ^ V 

is shown in App\^n^ices B, C, and D, One jcan debate the content 

# 

validity ^or appropriateness of these objectives as requirem^ts 
for minimum basic skills. Interpretation, ^or example, as a ' 
Veading skill may be thoxfght by "some to- be questionable as a 
minimum 'reading requirement. If the tests were measures' 
of minimum basic' skills , one would exnect the majority of litems 

to be correctly answered by 80 or 90 percent' of the * students; 

t, *■ 

rather than 65 percent, and €or virtually all the items to be 
'Correctly*"answered by 657o. (Report of the Task Force on 

Competency Indicators and Standard's) . 

" ' However: , ^ thi-s was^ not' the' case An analysis of the/ 

performance on the 1975-76 EAP test, completed during the 

d^elopmental stages of the Minimum Standards program, supported 

the premise that the EAP tests did not measure minimum skills. 

_For' example , analyzing the performance of students low 

socioeconomic type districts showed" that in the fourth grade 

reading test, there were*'28 items (29.57o of the test) on which 

fewer' than 657o of the students got correct answers. On fourth 

grade mathematics, fewer than 65% of the students got correct 

answers on 38 items (52. 8%) of the test. , • 

.If the- EAP measures minimum basic skills, then we are 

confronted^by large numbers of students who lack these minimum 

competencies. . However, it is equally likely that something. 

Other than minimums^re beinp; measured by the test. A study 

of the relationship of the abilities tested by the EAP as / 

compart with minimum basic comnet^ncy sWbws ,. therefore^ that 

th« two^re not the same. Nevertheless, EAP scores' .can serve 



as a rough Droxy of the degree 'to which districts .are achieving 

• % 

4 

the miniinum basic skills mandate. Districts wi'th relatively 
high EAP scores can be expected to cont^ain relativej-y few 
studen^ts wifh severe miniinum basic skills problems, while 
other districts, with relatively low EAP g-cores, can be 
expected to have a comparatively large number of minimum 
•basic skills deficient pupils. 

Hence, it was decided that because a comprehensive^ 
minimum basic skills- instrument 'Could not be deveToped for 
administration during school year 1976-7V, the EAP would, be , 
used as fithe indicator of minimum basic skills. - . ' ' 

District officials were informed that thev should 

i % f * * . " 

revalidate each student's EAP results befpre proceeding with 

remediation orocedures. .The districts weife to analyse 

each student's past testing performance, classroom performance 

and any** other available information to reinforce or invalidate 

the results obtained form the EAP test*. This r'easseSsment ^ 

TJrocedure was necessar^^f or a Variety of re'Ssojis:* " 

1. The EAP is only a rough. proxy of minijputn basic s]cills» 

.2. ^Extraneous factors may have, affected the stud^nt*^s 
perf^ormance, 

3. The d^ternjlnation of mastery of skills should be based 
on a more- comprehensive picture than pimply one' test \ 
that a student takes on one day* - , - 

Gnce the reassessment procedure-s were completed 

then the ^appropriate remediation procedures werf^^o become 



effective in the districts ^- 

^^hi 



The remainder ot ^his report details th6' results of 
•the 1976-77 administration of the Educational Assessment 
Program* s statewide testa. with respect to the Minimum 



Standards Program. 

Of the 95,258 students who were administered the 
fourth grade reac!ing*.tes t , 90,4%^^ 86,118 students met 
or exceeded tife statewide minimum standard. Only 9.6% of the 
students failed 'to answer 65% of . the readlr^ test items 
correctly. The results in fourth grades TnathematLcs 
indicated that 72-.17;^of the students' (68,,&36 of the 95,220 
studertts) who took the, fourth grade mathematics t'est 
surpassed bhe ^minimum standard.- In feevetith grade, 74.2% of 
the studtents (80,731 of 10*8,864 administered the test) 
exceeded the statewide proficiency level in reading, while 
'60.47o (65, 780- of 108,842) 4id so in mathematics. Tenth, 
grade results Indicated that 77%' of ihe students' (84,263 of 
109,427) m^t the statewide criterion in r.eading while 74% 
(80,688 of 109";O14)' did so in ^mathematics / 

Comparisons made between diffe^^t te^^s should be 
avoided. It ca'nnot properly'be said that since' 72.1% of 
the fourth grade students surpassed the minimum standard, 
while 60.4?. of the seventh grade stucjents did so, that a larger 
percentage .of fourth graders, pos^ss minimum competencies in ^ ^ 
mathematics than do seventh grade students. The tests are all 
of varying difficulty leyel. It is probably true that the. 
•seventh grade mathematics t.e^t ' is-more difficult for 
seventh .graders than the fourth grade mathematics test is for. 
fourth graders. Additionally, it is aiso probably the fact' 
that more non-minimum skills are measured on the seventh gtade 
test than ^on the fourth grade' test.,^ Districts were instructed 
to treat the results of each test separately and not make 
.comparisons bdtwe^n tests. 



Tables 1-6 summarize the results of the minimum * 
standards program for school year 1976-77, The information 
presen^ted in these tables lists the percent of students whose 
scores are located in each of the seven Minimum Basic Skills . 
^ , Categories. ^ ^ ' , . - . • 

The Minimum, Basic Skill? Categories were established ^ 
to: 1) group students according to similar type performance 
2) prevent insidious comparisons which may result from' 
• dissemination of actual test scores and rankings of students. 

The data in Tables 1-6 is pres*ented for the state 
in totaf^, and also for , each of the District Factor^ Groups 
(DFG) . The DFGs categorize all. districts on the basis of 
the socioeconomic status of the district.^ There are ten* ' . ^ 
DFGs, labelled A to J; "DFG A contains districts with the • . 

lowest relative socioeconomic status, and ^ DFG J contains 



districts with the highest relative socioeconomic status. 
Additionally, there are two- o^th'er DFG categories; DFG V 
contain^ all- Vocational-Technical LEAs ; DFG Z contains all 
LEAs for which*no census information was^ available , and 
hence ho socioeconomic determination possible. . 

The -tables also present information concerning^"^e 

percent of students (for each DFG and the state in tptal)^ ^ 

* « 1^ ^ • * ' 

whose total test scor:e was ,one of the approximately loWfest 

Categary 1 contains students who , correctly answered 0-19% of the « test 
items; /category 2 copftains^ students who correctly answered 20-34% of the 
teat; 'Category 3: 35-49%; Categ6ry^4: ,50-64%; Gateogry 5: 65-79%; Category 
6: 80-^42^ Ca^gory 7: 95-100%. /Students in categories 1, 2, 3, and 4 
hav^ npt met .the minimum basic proficiency level in that subject. 
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'207o o\f the test" scores in t!ie state and also who failed' 

*^ ^ • ' • . ^ _ 

to correctly answer at least 657o/of'the test items. In 
the fourth ^rade reading test, ohly 9.6% of the students 

c 

did not answer at least 65% of the items correctly. TJiere- 
,fore, for that test, pnly the lowest 9.6% of the students 
were identified rather than the lowest 20% of the students. 
For all o^ the othe:^ tests the approximate lowest 20%,, was . 
determined. ' . . ' . 

.As evident' f-r'6m :Tables 1-6, all six tes^t score 
' dis trifcutiohs are negatively 6kewedfto a substantial degree 
and not as discriminati^ at the upper end of the score 
scale as at the lower ^end. The rSiiabilitv e^stimates for 
Reading and Mathematics are, respectively .S5 and .94, 
Grade 4; .95 and .94, Grade 7; ^95 apd .95, Grade 10. 
Each ^of the items on the tests a 4 choice item. It-has 
been^^^i^T^ermined t;^iat a four choice item that is'^of middle 
difficulty for the group would have a delta of ^bQtat^ri.?, 
a value that is offered solely as a reference point to '"and 
in the interpretatd;on o£ the observed figures. The H\^h delta 
for Reading and Mathematics . ar^ , .respectively , • 8 . 2 and 10. 1>, 
^Orade 4; 9.9 and 10. 8,* Grade 7; 9.8 ahd ^.8, Grade 10. Hence, 



the seventh grade mathematics^ test was the most difficult test 
-while the fourth grade reading' test was the easiest. 

As to be expected there was a direct relationship 
between student performance and the socioeconomic background 
of the school district. Student!^ in the lower socioeconomic 

• 1^ ■ ■ 



grouping's, in general; perform4d at' a lower level 'than . 
did students in the higher socioeconomic classifications. 
As a consequence/ more students, in t;he lower DFds were 
below the minimum stand^d and in the lowest 207o of the 
students in the state. The results indicate that the 
biggest difference in performance is between district* v 
in DFG A and DFQ B for* all six testsr ^ n " . 
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, PERCENTAGES OF STUDENTS 'IN THEcSEVETN MIMD'lUM 
STANDARDS CATEGORIES FOR FOURTH GRADE READING 



CATEGORY 1 ICATEGORY 2 CATEGORY 3 CATEGORY h CATEGORY 5 I CATEGORY 6| CATEGORY 7 



PUMBER .0-197,. 
I'ESTEIi) MASTERY 



95-1007o 
MASTERY 



AT OR BELOW 
TWENTIETH 
PEUCENTILE 






• - 


TABLE 


2 


- 


• 


'-15- 




• 


** 












PERCENTAGES OF STUDENTS IN' THE SEVEN MINIMUM 










* 


{- 

1 


• 


STAI^TDARDS 

/" 


CATEGORIES 


FOR FOURTH 


GRADE MATHEMATICS. 

-> 




• 


/ « 


i 

; DFG \ 
1 • 


NUMBER 
TESTED' 


CATEGORY l' 
^ 0-197, 
Mi.\STERY 


'CATEGORY 2 
ri/\STi-RY 

« '4 


CATEGORY 3 
35-497.. 
MASTERY 


1 ' 

, CATEGORY I 
! 50-64% 
MASTERY 


♦ CATEGORY 5 
6 5 -.7'^% 
"MASTERY 


80-947o 
MASTERY 


CATEGORY 7 
95-1007o 
MASTERY , 


1 < 

Ai OR BELO\^ 

. tw:ntieth 

rhKLLN i iLt 


1 




A 


20561 


1.2% 


» 

• ' 9.6% 


T; 

. 19.3% 


^7.2% 


26 . 1% 


15.4% 


1.2% 


. 46.8% 




t 




7330 


' 9 0.2 ' 


3.5/ , 


la. 2 


.... ^ 
. 19.5 


.30. 7 


• -32.8 


3.2 


. 25 . 2 . 








7478 


-.■ 0.2 


^ 2.8 


• .v8.*2 ' 


16.7 


— ; — \ ■ 

• > •- . . 

'3pS . 


'35.5". 


■ 3.1 


' 21.7 


f 

A 




D ^ • 


8733. , 


• 0.1 . 


S *7 

1. 7 


6.0 


14.5 


30.8 


41.8 


. <0.i 


. 15.9 


< 




E 


6822- 


O.'l ■ • 




4,9 


14.0 


.31.8 , - 


' 43.0 


4.9 " '\ 


- 13.4 








5341 


0.0 


< 

V 1.0. 


4.3 


. r2 . 4 


29.1 


47.1 


6.1 


11.-9 






G ,. 


9790 


' 0..0 


0.9* 


3.9 


«t * 

.10.9 . 


' 28.5 


49.1 


6.6 


10.6 








• 11923 


0.1 


,1.3 


t — ' — — — 

. ^4.4 


11.1 ' \ 


26.7 , 


48 .7 - 


1 

7.6 


11.^ 






I 


' 7^14 


0.1 


0.9 


» 

. 3.3- 


9*6 


24. 7 


52.5 . 


, 9.0^' 


9.5 , 






J 


8298 


0.6 • 

1 


• 

' 0 . 6 


« 2.5 


7.5 


22:5^ 




i . — 

11.2 


7.1 • 










• " 0-0 ' 




0.0 


. 0.0 


0.0 


• • o.A" 


,.— 1. „-. — — t„ 

0.0 - * 


0.0- ' 








1630. 


0.2 


r * 

I 1.5 


. -6.1 


* * .15.2 


.30.3 


41.9 


V 

■4:9 


'15.5 




40 


TOTAL 


I522O 


0.3% 

- / 


4.3%. 


8.3% j 


^16.0% 


27 97 


Jo . ( 


5.3% 


-21.0% 






' * No 


^Fourth ^Grade Vocational LEAs 






, -■— .1 




— , hi 




• • 

24. 
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, r 


f 

* 


*» 




• 


1 ^ 


• * 


IP' 










• • 

1 ^ * 










r 





TABLE 3 



I 
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PERCENTAGES OF STUDENTS IN. THE SEVEN' MINIMUit 
STANDARDS CATEGORIES FOR SEVENTH GRADE* READING 



1 . 

i 


[CATEGORY 1 
NUMBER ' 0-19% - 
TESTE.D i MASTERY 


"A — ~n T 

CATEGORY 2 CATEGORY 3 
2a- 34% !• -35-49% . 
"J-tASTERY ' MASTERY 

1 


CATEGORY *^ 
50-64% •; 
MASTERY 


" CATEGORY 5 
e-5-79% 
MASTERY. 


CAihbUKi O 

•80-9A7o , 


95-100%. 


1 

AT DR RFT OW 

TWENTIETH 

PFRCFNTTLE 




20815 , 


0.7% . 


• ,11- "3% * 


16 . 6% 


23!4% 


2*4.5% ' 


2r. 7% 


■ 1.7% 


.43.3%_.„ 


A 


8218 


0.3 


5.1 


9-. 7 


_f__l_7.8_' 


25.5 • , 


36^.6 . 


5.1 


^5.5 


! B 

•1' c ■ - 


9798- 


0.2 




8.8:. 


16. A 


24 , 4 / ' 


40.*3 ■ 


5.5 


22.9 


: ■ • 

; D ■ 


9713^ 


•0.1 


. y 9 


6.9". 


3 


24.5 


44.4 




18.0 ^ 


1 

i E 


' • 8416 


0.1 


» \ 

2*7 - 


5.8 


' 12.6 


24.6 - * ' 


- 45.8' 


,'■'8. 4' 




1 * 

J F ^ 


5898 


t^.. ■ V-i- - — ^ 

0.0 






' ^ • 11.3' ' 


, 2^.9 


49.0' 


9.8. 


•i3.4 * , 


i- ^ ' - 


!• 11214 


■ 0.1 • 




A.l 


10.7 


21.5 


■ .'51.6 


10,6 ' • 


, 11.3. . 




13489 


o.-o - 




A.O 


9.7 


19.9 ; 


52.0 


^ 13,0 


10.0 




U 8987 


- 0.0 


0.8 




8.2 ■ 


' 18.9 ■ 


5A.7 


14.4 15 . 


■ 8.1 




1 im 56' 


d.a ^ 


4 r 1 — 

i "*0.8'\ 


1 2.5 ^ 


1 l-sj 


' 16.8 


55.9 • 


[. .17-1 • 


? . - 

i - 7.1 ■ 


— ^ — . — ^ 


•^0.0 


1 " ■ V 

1 3.0 .\ 


10.0 


i -16.5 


1 , 


36.2 


5.2 . ^ 


! 21.. A e 

1 


— -I- ^. - 




5.1 


1 10.7 1 23.8 


A8.A 


9.8 


1 -12.9 • 


ItOTlAL i 1-0886A' ^• 


1 0.2% I A^.0%\ 


^ 7.6% 


IA.0% " !, 22.5% 


1 43.1% 


8.«6% * 


I^__21^1%_ 



TABLE 4 
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PERCENTAGES OF STUDENTS IN -THE SEVEN MINIMUM ' 
STANDARDS CATEGORIES FOR SEVENTH GRADE MATHEMATICS 



) 

t 

! ore 

i 


NUMBER " 
TESTED 


CATEGORY 1 
0-19^ 
MASTERY 


XATEGORY 9 
20"-347> / 

1 'A'^TFRY 


3"5-/»9% ' 

I Lr\*J JL n. f\ I, 


i 5^-647, 
i M^CTPUV 


J ^ 

65-79% 
rlAbiiiKi 


LAihGUKY c 
80-94% 
MAo iERY 


t 

>, CAIEGORY / 
, 95-1007, 
MASTERY/, 

\^ 


I " ' 

AT OR BELOW 
TWENTIJiTH 
PERCENT ILE 


A 


20845 


. ' 0^,8% 


12^ 


25.0% 


— =^ , 

29: 7% ' 


21.8% 


9.6% 


4 

0.4% 




1 

! B 


8197 


■0.4 


'6.2 


15.9 - 


-26.4 ~ 


30.6 


19.1'^ 


1.4 


40.9% J 
24.0 


! 

i c . 


9793 ■ 


0.2 


5.2 


■ 13.9 


24.8 


30.6 ' 


23.2 


" 2.0 


20. '9 


i D 

f 


9702 


O.I 


3.8 


^ 12.3 




31.3 


26.8 


1.8, 


- 17.5 


1 ^ 


8420 . 


0.1 


3.1 


9.9 


" 21.2 


32.8 


29.7 


^ 3.3' 


14.2 




5901 ■ 


■ 0.0 


2.6 


- 8.7 


21.1 


32.4 ' 


31.7 


3.5 


12.3 


i G 


11211 


0.1 


■ 2.2 . 


8.1- 


18.8 


— t 

31. ••8 


34.4 


4.6 - 


11.4 


TT 

n 


13487 


n 1 


1 Q 


/ . J 


17.6 


30.1 


37.0 


6.1 


f 

10.1 


I 


8973 


0.1.-' 


-e 1r- 

1.5 


5.9. 


' • 16-0 • 


29.7 ^ 


39.7 • 


7.2 


8.2 k 


J 


" 10156 


0.0 


1.2 


4.6 


• 13.5.' 


28.5 


^3..'5 


8.7 


6.4 


V 


^ 844 


0.0 


5.1 


16.6 


■ 29.4 


34.4 


14.5 


0.1 


24.2 


z 


1313 • 


0.1 


. 3.4 


• 7.8 


22.2 • 


32.7 


29.9 




12.7 


i TOTAL " 


. 108842' 


0.2% 


. 4.9% 


. 12.4% 


9|2.0% 


29.1% 


" 27.7% 

'"•■"■»• r 


3r.6% 


20.3% • 



23 



TABLE 5 



PERCENTAGES OF STUDENTS* tHE SEVE!^ MINIMUM 
STANDARDS. CATEGORIES FOR TENTH GRADE READING 



CATEGORY 1 I CATEGORY 2 
NUMBER ! 0-197. " 20^347, 



TKSTpn ' MASTERY 



CATEGORY 3 

35-497- 



CATEGORY 4' CATEGORY 5 
50-647o I 65-79";- 



MASXERY L' MASTERLY MASTERY ■ MASTERV 



CATEGORY 6 
80-947o 
MAST.ERY 



CATEGORY 7 AT OR liELOW 



-95-1007o 
MASTERY 



Tl-JENTIETH 
PERCENTILE 
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TABLE 6 
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PERCENTAGES OF STUDENTS IN THE SEVEN MINIMUM 
STANDARDS CATEGORIES FOR TENTH GRADE MATHEMATICS 



DFG- 



- 'C 



• D 



H 



CATEGORY 1 
NUMBER 0-19% 
TESTED M^sHry' 



16327 



8663 



82 38 



9966 



9214 



-8073- 



. 12272 



11531 



12382 



0.-3% 



O'.l 



0.1 



o:i 



CATEGORY 2 I ' CATEGORY 3 •' CATEGORY 
20-3A7. 1. 35-497. ; 50-6470 
MASTERY : MASTERY | MASTERY' 



2.8 



2.1 



17.2% 



ro.3 



1.6 



Ovl 



0.1 



0.0 



0.0 



D.l 



1.4 



1.6 



1.1 



1.3 



.0.6 



7.5 



5.7 



5.4 



4.6 



.4.3 



..4.1 



2.7 



28.8% 



21.6 



20.9 



15.7 



16.2 



13.9 



13.2 



12.2 



9.0 



CATEGORY 5 
65-79^/; ' 
^^ASTERY - 



CATEGORY 6| CATEGORY 7 



80-947o' 
^STERY 



26.1%- 



26.7 



27.-6 



26.2 



25.9 



'22.7 



23.4 



21:9 



18.4 



19.0% 



30.9 
33.6 



38.5 



38.6 



4(5.2 



95-l007o 
MASTERY 



3.8% 



7.7, 



8.2 



12.2 



12.4 



40. "4 



39.9 



44.6 



16.8 



17.6 



20. "5 



24.6 



at or belqw 

twentieth 

percentile! 



42.4% 



27.8 \ 



23.2 



17.5 



17.1 



14.7 



13.7 



13.0 



8.7 



V 



8136. 



3688 



\0.0 
0.1 



0.4 



2.6 



8.1 



18.3 



43.4 



27.. 2 



'2.4 



10.7 



26.8 



32.0 



24.7 



3.3 



7.9 



31.1 



524 



0.0^ 



1.3 



5.2 



18.7 



30.2 



36.1 



,8.6 



17.2 



TOTAL 



109014 



0.1% 



1.9% 



7.1% 



16.8% 



24.0% 



-35.7% ■ ! 14.4% 



20.1% 



.3 



V 



./ 



32 . 



Table 7 presents information^ relative 
d^ermtnation of the Iqwest -scoring 20% of. .the l^tiidents in the 
state for each particular test. Table 7 lists the, percent 
mastery, level range (i.e., the percent of correctly answered 



test' items) for the students in the lowest 20%. (^th percentile) 

' • ■ TABLE 7 ^ . • 



MASTERY LEVEL RANGE. OF THE 
I.OWEST 20% OF THE STUDENTS IN THE STATE 









TEST * 


MINIMUM 
, MASTERY LEVEL ^ 


MAXIMUM 
, MASTERY LEVELb 


FOURTH READING 


3 . 2% 


76.8%^ 


1 

FOURTH MATHEMATICS 


1.4 


* 58.3 ^ % 


SEVENTH READING 


1.1 ■ 


60.0', \^ 


SEVENTH MATHEMATICS 


2.4' 


• 51.2 


TENTH READING 


i:i 


' 60.0 


TENTH MATHEMATICS X 


2.5 


60.0 



^The smalP^St mastery level attained by any student (i.e., the smallest 
percent of correctly answered items). ~ - v 

^The largest mastery level at^tained by students whose total test scor^ 
was one of the lowest 20% of the test scopes in th^ state (i.er, percent ^ 
of correctly answered items) . ^ ^ 

^Since the largest mastery level of the I6wegd SJil^of the students for i 
fourth grade reading is above the uniform minimuin^drandard mastery 
level, only those students whose mastery level was I6ss. than 65% ^ 
•were required* to receive immediate remediation. ^ 

^ * Tables 8-10 present the same Hinimum Standards 

information as do Tables 1-6. However, th^ information^ in Tables 

§-10 are aggregated according to the four Educational- 

rmprovemen^t Center (EIC) regions of the State. ElC-South 

encompasses. all LEAs in Atlantic, Camden, Cape May, Cumberland, 

Glouce$ter, and Salem cpunties . ElC-Central contains LEAs ^ 
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in Burlington', Mercer'T Middlesex , Monmouth, and Ocean counties 
EIC-No'rtheast includes LEAs in Bergen, Essex, Hudspn and Union 
counties, EIC-Northwes t includes LEAs from Hunterdon, Harris, 
Pa^aic, Somerset, Sussex, and Warren counties./ The* results 
for all six tests indicated similar performance by students-' 
in the Northeast and South regions and also similar 
performance .by students in the Northwest and Central regions 
of the state.. It must be remembered th'at 'there are a variety 
of types of districts in all four EJp regions and therefore, 
the ETC regional results reflect th^se combinations of 
different types of districts. 

Tables 11-13 present the same^ information according 
to an urban, suburban, rural and, regional LEA designation. 
Students in s-uburban and regional school districts performed 
equivalently / avt4 better than either the urban or rural^gjp.ups 
Uura-l areas indixrated higher performance than tlie urban areas. 





TABLE 8 ' ^ ' ^ . ' \ ^oo. • ^ ' ' 1 



PERCENTAGES OF STUDENTS, IN EACH OF THE SEVEN 
MINIMUM STANDARDS CATEGORIfS BY EIC REGION 
FOURTH. GRADE READING* 



% 

REGION 


NUMBER 

— 


CATEGORY 1 

0-197o 
MA9TFRY 


CATEGORY 2 

20-34% 
- ^'fASTERY 


• CATEGORY 3 

35-49% 
• 'MASTERY^ 


CATEGORY ^4 

?e-4A% 

MASTERY 


CATEGORY 5 
65-79% 
MASTERY • 


CATEGORY 6 
" 8(^94% 
MASTERY 


CATEGORY 7 
95-l"007o . 
MASTERY . 


* AT OR BELOW 
TUtENTIETH 
PERCEl?X^E. 


Northeagt 




t 


~r 1 


3.5% 




15. 7% 


44.6% 


t 

11 


*12.3% '■■ 


( 

Northwest 




0. 1 


0. 7 


2.0 - 


f 

5.0 


11 7 




• '^A 2 


7.8 ■ • 


> 

South 




0,1 • 


0.9 • 


3.2 


7.1 


1 A Q 


Afi S 




11.3 . 


Central ^ 




0. 1 


' O.'A 


1.7 


4.6 , . 


10-1 


4^1 




6.8 


























1 




MATHEMATICS 






4 

t 




Northeast 


32631 


/ 

0.6% 


4.4% 


10.2% - 


17.9% 


27.1% 


34.6% 


0 

5.1% • 


'25,7% 


Northwest 


19297 


0.'2 ' 


2:8 ■ 


■•"■6.'9" " 


, 13.3' ' 


'26.9 


'^•■43.7 / 


6.2 


17.4 


South . 


15134 . 


1 

0.3 


3.7 


\ 9.5 


18.2 


29.4 • 


- - 1 
■ 35.0 


3.9 * 


23.7 


Central 


28158 


0.1__^_ 


2,1 


6.3 


14.5 


%28.5 


■ 42.7 - 


5.6 


16.7 



■A 



PERCENTAGES OF STUDENTS IK EACH OF TH&^EVEN 
, MINIMUM STANDARDS CATEGORIES .BY yc REGION 
, • SEVENTH GRADE READING ' 



4 

/ 



REGION 


NUMBER 
TESTED 


jCATEGORY 1 
0-197o • 
MASTERY 


CATEGORY 2 
20-34% 
r-IASTERY 

• 


^ CATEGORY 3 
35-49% 
MASTERY 


CATEGORY L 
SO- 64% 
mSTER^ 


\ CATEGORY 5 
- 65-79% 
, MASTERY ■ ■ 


r ^ 

..CATEGORY c 
,'80-94% 
MASTERY. 


) CATEGORY 7 
95-100% 
MASTERY 


A ^ 

' AT OR RFT OW 
Tl^JENTlETH 
PERCENTILE 


No.rtheast 


' 37018 


0.3% * ' 




8.7% 


"15.1% 


1 22.2.^ 






23.1% 


Northwest 


21898 


0. 2 


3.2 


6.2 


12.2 




^0 . / 


10 . 2 


16.6 ^ 


South 


175^6 


0.2 


4.7 


9.2 


15.3 






C Q 


22, 8 


, Q^ntral 

1 


32412 




3.1 


6.4 


13.3 




'I J . 0 


y . u 


17.1 










MATHEMATICS 

4^ ^ 








*• 

• V 


Northeast 


17024 


* 


5.9% 


.13.7% 


22.2% 


2.7.2% 


26.7% 


4.0%^ 


•21.5%, 


Northwest 


- 21890 


0.2 


4.0 . ' 


10.0' 


' 19.6 


, 29.3 


32.4 • 




15.4 


South - 


17534 


0.2 


'5.6 


14.7 , 


25.3' 


29.8 


22.4 


2.1 • 


21.8 


Central 


32394 


0.2 


3.9 


,11.4 


21.7" 


30.7 


* 

28.6 

... - — X 


• 3,5 


16 .'7 



■ ( 



TABLE 10 



C 



PERCENTAGES OF STUpENTS IN EACH OF THE SEVEN ^ 

a ' / 

.MINIMUM STANDARDS CATEGORIES BY EIC"kEGION 
TE?^i GRAM READING 



1 

REGION 


NUMBER 
TESTED • 


— > — '■ — ■■— - - — 1 

::ategory i 

0-197. 
.MASTERY 


T 

CATEGORY 2 

tL\STERY 


CATEGORY 3 ! 

35/497. 
' ^•|I;)STitRY 1 


CATEGORY 
50-647o 
^ 14ASTERY 


4 


1 

CATEGORY 5 
65-79T1 
MASTERY 

..J 


CATEGORY 6 

8O-94/0 

MASTERY 


CATEGORY 7 
y J - 1 U U A 
MASTERY 


- AT OR BELOW 
IWhN i 1 hill 
PERCENTH,E 


Ndrtheiasii • 


O O A O A 

3o080 ' 


u • 




^ 8.3% 


/^!_8% 




21,6% 


37^6% 


15.0% ^ 


21.7% 


Northwest 


21869 


U • J. 






10.-8 




21.0 


' 42.4 , 


17."^ 

— ^ — — — — 


1^ 


South 


1 / Joo 




3.2 / 


7.8 


13<^ 


' 24.1 


3^.9 . 


12.1 


21.0 


Central ^ 


JzliU 


n 1 


2 S / 


6.*4 


12. "1 




22.7 


41*. 7 


14.9 , 


17.2 




' • 


/ 


! 


•MATHEMATICS 








♦ 




■> * 

Northeast 


37809 


'o.i% 


2.97, 


■ 7 . 8% 


17.3% , ' 


23". 1% 


34 . 7% 


15.2%' 


'21.2% 


Northwest 


21843 


0.1 


■ 1/8', 


- -l^- 


15.0 


22.7' 




38.6 


16.0. 


17.2 

^ 


South 


17321 


0-1. 




7.7- 


' °19.1 


26.1 


33.3. " 


-11.5 " 


22..V 


Central 


32041 


0.1 


7l.9 




16.4 




2479 ^ _ 


36:2 


.13.;9 


19.3*- 

1 



V 



ERIC 



3y. 



4u 



TABLE 11 
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PERCEN/AGES OF STUDENTS IN EACH OF THE SEVEN 
MININIUM STANDARDS CATEGOR-IES BY COMNiUNITY TYPE 
' FOURTH GRADE READING 



COMMim. 
TYPfi 

X X J. i-J 


NUMBER 


:ategory 1 

MACTT7PY 


CATEGORY 2 
20-34°' -. 


CATEGORY .3 
. 35-49% 
MASTERY 


CATEGORY 4 
50-64% 
MASTERY 


CATEGORY 5 
65-79% 


CATEGORY 6 
80-9^% 

MA QTFP V 


CATEGORY 7 
95-100% 

MA QTTTPV 


at. or below 
"twentieth. 

DTrPPTTMTTT V 


Regiona.1 


'3538 


0.0% • 


O*. 1% 


Or^o- • 


2.9% 


■ • ■ ...... 


/. 7 (;*y 
1 . D^ 


yy . D/o 

^ 


J . 0/0 , ^ 


Urban 


44412' 


* -> 

0.2 


1.4 


• ♦ 

"A. 5 


' 9.4 


18.5 


^^4 .4 


21 .5 ' 


ij *D 


Suburban 


'36539 


0.0 


0.1 


0.7 


' ''2.7 


8.5 


48.0 


40,0 ^ 


« 

3-5, . 


Rural ' 




U . X 


U.J 


1.8 


* 5.2 • 




48.0 


31. 3 


7.4, 




• 


So 

e 




MATHEMATICS 
• 


> 

1 








Regional - 


• 3537 


-0.1% 


:> 1.1% 


4.4% 


11.9% 


28 . 8% 


•48.4% 


. 5:4% • - 


12.2% 


Urban 


44398_ 


. 0.6 


5.6 


^ 12.4 


^ 20.4 


28.1 ■ 


29.5 


J:'4 


• t 

30.7 


Suburban 


36522 . 


0.1 _ 


■' 1.0 


3.8 • •■ 


10.9 


20:9 * . 


49.6 . • 




10.7 . 


^Rural : 


10763 


. 0.2 


2.2 


7.6 


16.7 




' 38.7 \ 


4.6 


19.^ ' 



TABL|; 12 
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PERCENTAGES OF STUDENTS* IN EACH OF THE SEVEN , 
MINIMUM STANDARDS CATEGORIES BY COMMUNITY 'TYPE 
SEVENTH GRADE READING - 



;COMM(JH'. 
iTYPE 



.NUMBER 
TESTED 



iReglonal j 7»57 ' 



rurban 



Suburban 



Rural 



49716 



41111 



■ 9734 



:ategory 1 

0-]97o 
MASTERY • 



CATEGORY 2 
20-34% 
IjASTERY, 

1.8% ■ 



0.4 



0.0 



0.1 . 



CATEGORY 3 
35-49% 
M/\STERY 



6.6 



1.5 



,3:4 



4.8% 



11.0 



3.9 



7.4 



CATEGORY 4, CATEGORY 5 ! CATEGORY 6' CATEGORY 7 



50-^47. 
MASTERY 



_11^%_ 
"l7 . 7 



65-79/1 
MASTERY 



21 . 5% 



80-;&47o 



9.9 



"14.5 



23.8 



20.7 



23.4 



49.4% 



34.8 



51.8 



43.7 



95-1007o 
MASTERY 



JkT OR BELOW, 
^\^NTIETH j 
PERCENTILE 



_10.8% 
5.7 



12.1 



7.5 



13.2% 



28.7 



10.8 



19.1 



MATHEMATICS" 



Regional 



Urban 



Suburban 



Rural 



7448 



49698 



41110 



9742 



-0.1% 



0.5 



0.1 
0.1 



2.8% 



7.6 



2.1 



4.4 



8.6% 



17.3 



7.3 



' 11. .9 



20.1% — 



25.5 



17.8 



23.0 



31.9%^ 



26.8 



30.6 



31.9 



20.1 



36.6 



26.3 



•3.7%^ 



2.3 



5.€ 



2.5 



12 . 5% 



27.0 



10.3 



17.6 



^ TABLE 13 
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PERCENTAGES ,0F STUDENTS IN EACH OF THE SEVEN 
MINIMUM STANDARDS CATEGORIES BY COMMUNITY TYPE 
■ TENra GRADE READING " 



1 

1 

TYPE 


.NUMBER 
TESTED 


CATEGORY 1 

0-19% 
^MASTERY 


CATEGORY 2 
20-34% 
flASTERY 


CATEGORY 3 
35-49% 
MASTERY 


CATEGORY^ 
50-64% 
MASTERY 


) CATEGORY 5 
^ 65-79% ' 
MASTERY 


CATEGORY 6 
80-94% • 
MASTERY ■ 


CATEGORY 7 
95-100% 
MASTERY 


AT- OR BELOW 
TWENTIETH 
^ PERCENTILE 


Regional 


22944 


o.n 


■ 1.3^ 


■ 3.9%, . 




19.9;S 


•^6.3% 


19.5% 


11 2% 


Urban 


48058 


0.3 

{ 


4.7 


10.5 


16.1 


23.6 


' 34.2 


10.6 ' 


27.0 


Suburban 


29980 


o;o 


1.2 


3.7 


8.7 

» 


20.0 


• 45.8 


20.5 


ao.8 


Rural 


4751 - 


0.1 


3.2 




14.7 


■ 25.1 . - 


37.9 - 


11.4 


21.6 



MATHEMATICS 



Regional 


22910 


0.1% 


; 1.2% 


3.9% • 


12.1%* 


22.o;s 


41.9% 


18.9% 


12.7% 


Urban F 


47747 


o.r 


2.8 


1^.2 


21.0 


. • - 25.2 


30.6 


10.1 ' 


27.2 


Suburban 


29921 


o.r ; 


1.1 

- - ' — 


4.1 


12.1 ' 


22.1 


- 40.9 


19.7 — ' 


12.6 1 


j 

Rural ^ 


.4748 


0.1 


2.2 


8.0 


' 19.9 


. 27.2 


32.5 


10.1 


1 

23. fy, i 
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APPENDIX A 



\ An example of a Minimum Standards School Report 

appears on the next page. To protect the f)riv^cy , rights of ^ 
the students, all names have been eliminated. 

The report is a fcmrth grade reading report. The' 
.following points are pertinent to aa^ understanding of the 

information contained in the report: 

<^ 

1, The numb'ers appearing, under the "Total" column are the 

, students' minimum standards groups, Studeirtfe are listed ^ 
alphabetically -within egch group, beginning with thos^ 
students in group 7. " - ^ • 

2, Students whose name appears below the dotted line are in 
groups 4, 3, 2, or 1, and have not met the minimum 
requirement. 

3, Students witl) as'terisks proceeding their names are in 
the lowest 20%, 

^ • . I 

4? The columns marked "Vocabulary,^" "Phonetic Analysis," etc, 
concern the student '^s performance on each cluster of the 
EAP test. The numbers in the columns represent ' the 
♦ score indices for the student, (For example, if in the 

"Vocabulary" cluster, a student correctl^ answers 7 of 
the 10 items, he has answered 70% of the cluster items 
correctly. Therefore, his score index 'for "Vocabulary" 
is 5,) 

^ 5, The cluster information i,s fot diagnostic purposes only. 

Because the-^clusters are not composed of the same 
number of items, it is not possible ^to determine the 
"Total" score index from the- cluster indices. 
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t ■ .-29, 

MEW JERSEY DEP.^S^»™eNTOF EDUCATION 
iViflMlMUIVl BASIC SKILLS REPORT 



DISTRICT • 

PUPIL 



DATS OF 
BIRTH 



y 



DIST 
CODE 



SEX 




3E SCHOOL 

j'^Ap[I\IG SCORE 



SCHOOL 
CODE 



LEVEL 4 





10/14/67 


F 


^7 


7 




! 7 


r^" — — — 

i 7 


7 


7 • 


6 




4 ^ 


• 03/28/67 


• M 


7 


7 






7 


7 


6 


6 






01/30/67 


F 


7 


7 


i '7^ 


j ? 


7 


7 


7 


6 






. 02/22/67 


F 


7 


7 , 


7 


1 7 


1 6 


7. 


7 


7 


/• 




08/15/67 


)W 


7 


7 


* 7 . 




7 


^ 


6 


7 ' 


J 




, 12/16/66 


F 


7 


7 


6 


7 


7 


6 


7 


7 






11/19/66 


M 


6 


7 


6 


5 


6 


6 


6 


6 






05/15/66 


F 


6 


,7 


6 


6 


6 


6 ' 


7 


7 


• 




/I 2/67 


F 


6 




4 


6 


6 


6 


7 


6 






n/;2s/6: 


F 


6 ^ 


'/ 


5 


T 


T 


T 


6 


7 






08/22/67 


M 


6 


7 


6 


; 

5 


7 


6 




6 






02/08/67, 


F 


6 


7 


6 


'6 


o 6 


6 




6 






08/ 3/67 




6 


6 


6 


7 


7 


7 


7 


t 6 






07/27/67 


F 


6 


'6 


6 


5 


7 


5 


6 


6 






04/1 t/67 


F 


6 


7 


6 


7 


7 


6 


7 


7 






02/04/66 


M , 


6 


' 7 


5 


6 


6 


6 


6 


6 






09/29/^6 


F 


6 


7 


6 


6 


7 


4 


3 


4 






0iyO4/67 




6 


7 


5 


6 


7 


6 


7 


g 






10/21/G6 


M ' 


6 


7 


6' 


7 


6 


4 


7 


4 




* 


» 09/15/66 

- c 


M 


6' 


7 


6 • 


6 


7 


6 


6 


6 


« 






M * 




7 


A 
•f 


* n 

f 


c 
D 




4 


4 






05/ 8/66 


M 


5 » 


6 


4 


4 


5 


6 


4 








/I 1/66 


M' 


5 


7 


5 


.6 


7 


4 










03/13/67 


F 


5 


7 


5 


4* 


6 


5 


- 4 


4 




Y 


08/27/66 


M 


5 


7 


5 


3 


5 


4 


5 


4 


- 




01/01/^7 


F 


5 


7 


4 


5 


6 


6 


, 7 


5 






07/02/67 


F 


5 


7 


5 


5 


4 




'5 


4 






02/25/67 


M 


5 


7 


4 ^ 


6 


' 7 


4 


5 


. 6 






03/04/66 


F 


5 


7 


4 


6 


' 6 


4 


*5 


- 2 




; * 


09/15/66 


M 


5 


7 


5 


6 ' 




3 


3 


6. 






09/22/67 


F 


5 r 


6 


4 


5 


* 6 


. 4 


3 


4 




mo 


' ^ 01/14/67 


F • 


5 


• 7 


6 . 


, 6 


.6 




, 2 




4-..— 




05/ 9/67 


M 


4 


7, 


♦4 


3 


5 


1 


1 ^ 


4 






01/ .3/68 


F 


4 


7 


, 4 




4 


2 


3 


6 






08/16/67 


M 


4 


7 


4 


5 


5 


3 


5 


2 






03/27/66 


F 


4 


•7 


^ 4 


. 4 


5 




4 


/4 


* 




/30/66 


M 


4 


. 6 


4 


3 ,| 


'4 


4 


4 


2- 






04/ 2/68 


M 


3 


6 


.3 




5 * 


4 


•2 


3i 


* • 














1 
i 


« 


f 








ERIC 


» 

■9 






i 


^ '1 


! 

' i 













,SCORE 


PERCENT 


^ INDEX 


CORRECT 


7 
6 
5 


95-100 
80- 94 
65- 79 


4 

3 
2 
1 


50- 64 
35- 49 ' 
20- 34 
0- 19 


♦ ♦♦♦INDICATES IMMEDIATE 
REMEDIATION PROGR>!^ 
REQUIRED ^ 



Reading 7^ 



NJgAP 



APPENDIX B 
Fourth Grade Objectives 



After completing . THREE or more years of school, the studentu 
will be able to perform the following behaviors: " ' ' • ) ' 

1» idetftifyifig a w^tten word that/is the same a? a spoken word 

(VOCABULARY): ^ * • ' 

2* identifying "a written word that has the same sound as a ^poken 
or written' word in terms of initial consonants, final consonants, 
consonant blends, consonant digraphs, silent consonants and 
variant sounds" (PliONETIC ANALYSIS^ ; . . ^ ^ • 

'3* identifying the syllable structure, root, prefix, plural compQund 
^ord and contraction of a given word(s)^ (STRUCTURAL ANALYSIS);, 
identifying the proper fill-in word, synonym or totonym given, a 
'sentence or word (APPLICATION); • * • 

identifying the main idea, specific information and sequen<:e of _ ' 
events in a given story (LITERAL COMPREHENSION)'; .< 

6. identifying the characters' emotions, 'predicted outcomes, face ^ 
vs. ^fiction and characters' moti\^es ipr a given atory (INTERPRETATJON) ; 

7. identifying a piece of information from .a dic^onar>f, table of 
contents, 'glossary, identifying^alpl&betical order (STUDY SKtLLS) . 




Mathematics 



After completing T^REE or more ydars of ^school , -the 
will.be able to perform the* ;fol lowing behavioi^^s : 



dent 



1. 
2. 
3. 

4. 

5. 



7. 



8; 



9. 



iigit\ni 




10. 



adding one,* two-, and three *\ligit5aumlJfefes ^ADDITION) ;1 
' subtracting one, two, and three dig^t ntimber^* (SUBT 
multiplying, and dividing a tw6 digit numbel:^ *by .a^^n 
number (MULTIPLYING AND DIVIDING) T ^ - ^ " ' / ' 
counting, and locating numbers,- applying principles, solving 
^ 'for' unknowns; estimating (NUMBER AND OPERATION);' ^ 

counting, reading, writing, grouping, regrouping ayl ey!phtidXng 
ni:^meralS' (NUMERATION) ' ^ / ' ? 

ret:o,gnizing basic geometric figures" and geometric relabjfons> 
(GEOMETRY); , » ^ * ^ ^ ^ , ' 

measuring,/idBivtjj&yxng measurement units, telling , time, countiog 
. inoney, coin]>arlng sizfes ■ (MEASUREMENJS) ; 

solving simple word problems involving money and practical 
^ jnaterials' (WORD PROBLEMS); \ . ^ i > 

solving equations involving addition, subtraction, multiplication*, 
division,^ solving inequalities (EQUATIONS ASD ^INEQUALITIES) ; ^ 
» identifying fractional portions of sets (SETS AND FR ACTIOy AL ^ ^ 
NUMBERS). . , * ' 



APPENDIX 
NJEAP - Seventh Gr^e Objectives 

Reading 

After completing six or more years of school, the styden^ will 
be able to perforin the followiAig behaviors: \ 

1- identifying a word hayjjat^ the same sound as a short vowel, 

vowel, ^ vowel digrajmY vowel dip thong, single consonant, consonan£\ 
blend, consonant /digraph, or silent consonant *in a given word 
(PHONETIC MALYsi^S); 

2. identifying the part of a word or meaning of or usage of a 'root, 
suffix, prefix, compound verb, syllable, "accent, possessive," 
contraction, and plural (STRUCTURAL ANALYSIS); ' y 

3. identifying a word that represents a synonym, multiple meaning, \ 
homonym, antonym of a given word (WORD USAGE); ^ 

4. identifying the meaning of a word or the answer to a specific 
question of infoiTmation given a senterfte, or a pargraph (LITERAI^ 
COMPREHENSION); 

5. identifying the' main idea, summary of information and sequence 
of events in a given paragraph (ORGANIZATION); 

6. ^ identifying a correct character interpretation^ inference, ^ 

predicted outcome, fact, fiction, or opinion in a given paragraph 
or illustrative cha^t (INTERPRETATION); 

7. identifying a piece of information from a glossary, dictionary ,^4^* 
tabl-e of contents or index; iderftifying a correct S'tep in the 
process's of usiqg the* library, alphabetizing or following directions 
(STUDY SKILLS). 

Mathematics ' > . f . 

After completing SIX or more years of school, the student will 
"be able jto perform the^ following behaviors: 

1. adding, subtracting, multiT>lying, and dividing WHOLE NUMBERS; 

2. adding, subtracting, multiplying and dividing FRACTIONS; 

3. adding, subtracting, multiplying and dividing DECIMALS; 

4. solving problems involving units of measure, amounts of motley, 
unit conversion, area and perimeter measurement, addition and 
subtraction of units, and metrics^ (MEASUREMENT AND DENOMINATE . 
NUMBERS); 

5. solving problems involving Bqjjations, symbols, rounding, regrouping 
' rotation, averaging, number properties, principles; identify, 4 

factoring and" patterns (NUMBER MD OPERATION); 
, 6. solving problems presented as WORD PROBLEMS AND GRAPHS; 
7. identifying the correct instance or element of a problem 
involving GEOMETRY AND PERCENT. 



r 
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J ■ . APPENDIX D 

' WJEAP - Tenth Grade Ob.lectives 

Reading I • ' ' ^ ' 

Aftei: completing . NINE • or more years^of school, the student 
will be able po' p^er form the fQllowiWg behaviors: ^/ 

^ 1. 'identifying the synorlym, antonym, analogy, or meaning of a 

given word (given a pair of word or sentei>ce; WORD RECOGNITION); 

2. identifying .the main idea, supporting ideas, inferences, 
conclusipn (bbtafned by .applying information) and cause anff" 

■ • effect relationship contained in a paragraph (READING COMPRE- » 
HENSIO«) ; . ' 

3. identifying specific information contained in a dictionary, 

• card catalog, reference book, chart, map, index, and table of 
contents (SJUDY SKILLS) . 

Mathematics ' 

After completing NINE pr more years of school, the student 
will be able to perform the following behaviors: 

1. aMing, subtracting, multiplying, dividing, factoring, and 
rounding WHOLE NUMBERS; 

adding, subtracting, multiplying and dividing FRACTIONS; 

3. addihg, subtracting, multiplying and dj-viding DECIM^S and 
converting decimals to PERCENTS; ' ^ 7 

4. performing fundamental algebraic operations on ni^ber^* 4?. 
(ALGEBRA); ^ ^ 

5. solving problenj^ involving geometrical shapes and measurement 
(GEOMETRY/MEASUREMENT) \ . ^ * ^ 

6. solving mathematical word problems involving money, temperature, 
average, ratio-propo^rtign, graphs, and consumer math (interest, 

. sales tax, discount , Separative buying; PROBLEM SOLVING). 



^Includes number line, positive and negative numbers, square roots, 
-expon^ts, commutative, associative, and distributive principles, 
identity, inverses, formulas, equations, monomials, translation, 
word problems, coordinates. ^ ♦ ' ^ . 
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